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CO7-17 Section 1.5.3 has been revised to include a discussion of the Project’s 
consistency with the Compass Growth Visioning effort. 
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CO7-18 See the responses to comments CO7-1, CO7-16, and CO7-17. 

CO7-19 The final EIS/EIR documents all of the feasible mitigation measures to 
reduce impacts associated with the Project to less than significant levels.  
However, the Agency Staffs have determined that impacts on the Peirson’s 
milk-vetch, the desert tortoise and its critical habitat, and the flat-tailed 
horned lizard and its habitat would remain significant after all available or 
feasible mitigation is applied.  Approval of the Project would be subject to a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations under the CEQA. 

CO7-20 See the responses to comments LA11-1 and CO7-7. 

CO7-21 The SCAG is on the environmental mailing list for the Project and will 
receive the applicable issuances associated with the Project.  See also the 
response to comment CO7-1. 
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CO8-1 SoCalGas’ and SDG&E’s comments that service to the IID has not been 
curtailed in the past 16 years are noted.  Section 3.2.2.1 has been revised 
to state that customers of SoCalGas and SDG&E would be able to 
nominate LNG supplies at Blythe and Otay Mesa when supplies from 
Mexico become available.  The revised Section 3.2.2.1 further states that 
while the SoCalGas Alternative would provide the IID with indirect access 
to LNG-source gas through the SoCalGas system, it would not provide 
direct access to LNG supplies nor direct access to an interstate pipeline 
system, which are objectives of the proposed Project.  Therefore, this 
alternative was eliminated from further consideration.  
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CO9-1  Sempra LNG Marketing Corporation’s and Coral Energy Resources, L.P.’s 
reply comments to comments on the draft EIS/EIR submitted by the 
SCAQMD and the Border Power Working Group (see comment letters 
LA16 and CO6, respectively) are noted.  Points raised in these reply 
comments have been taken into consideration in the analysis in the 
EIS/EIR.   
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